OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION

77 South High Streef, Room 1629
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0303
(614) 466-0880

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

NOTE: Applicant should consulf the "Insiructions for Completion of Project Application”
for assistance in the proper completion of this form.
APPLICANT NAME City of Cincinnati
STREET 801 PTum Street
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
PROJECT NAME Paddock Road Rehabilitation
PROJECT TYPE Street rehabilitation
TOTAL COST $_ 257,000
DISTRICT NUMBER 2
COUNTY Hami1ton

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE _ 45237

tnis sacrion 7o be compleied ty Disinct Cominites ONLY;

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
AMOUNT OF REQUEST: § 107,500.00

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

X State lssue 2 Disirict Allocation

State Issue 2 Small Government Funds
State Issue 2 Emergency Funds

Local Transportation Improvement Program

This section to be complefed by OPWC ONLY:

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:

OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: $




1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

CONTACT PERSON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP

PHONE

FAX )
CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT MGR
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

DiSTRICT LIAISON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

Doug Perry

Senior Engineer

801 Plum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

513 y _ 352 3407

) -

Scott Johnson

City Manager

801 Plum Street

Room 152, City Hall

Cincinnati — 452072

513 ) _352 - 3241
) _

Frank Dawson

Director of Finance

B01 Plum Street

Room 250, City Hall

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

513 ) 352 -373?
) -

Bob Cordes

Principal Highway Design Engineer

801 Plum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) _352 -_3409
) -

William Brayshaw

Deputy County Engineer

138 Fast Court Street

- County Administration Building

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) 632 - 8523
) -




2.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

2.1 ENGR. DESIGN 10 /1 / 89 4 /1 /90
2.2 BID PROCESS 4 ./ 1 /90 6 /1 /90
2.3 CONSTRUCTION 6 / 1 / 90 6 /1 /91

3.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

3.1  PROJECT NAME: Paddock Road Rehabilitation
3.2  BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. SPECIFIC LOCATION: Paddock Road from Tennessee Avenue to
Laidlaw Avenue (see attached map).

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:

Rehabilitation of existing roadway including repair and replacement
of curb, removal of existing asphalt surface, base and joint repairs,
inlet and connection pipe repairs, casting adjustments and resurfacing
with a minimum of 2 inches of asphaltic concrete.

C. PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:

Roadway is 4 or5 lanes, varies in width between 44 and 70 feet
and is 3400 feet in Jength.

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

3.3 REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

Attach Pages.



4.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):

4.1

a)

)

c)
)
e)
f

o)

4.2

4.3

4.4

Q)
b)

)

e)

4.5

4.6

Project Engineering Costs:
1. Preliminary Engineering
2. Final Design

3. Constfruction Supervision
Acquisition Expenses

1. Land

2. Right-of-Way
Construction Costs
Equipment Costs

Other Direct Expenses
Confingencies

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
NEW/EXPANSION

2,000

5,000

10,000

25,000

$
$
$
S
S
$.215,000
$
3
S
S

257,000

$ 257,000

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

Local In-Kind Contributions
Local Public Revenues
Local Private Revenues
Other Public Revenues

1. Siate of Ohio

2. Federal Programs
OPWC Funds

TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES

STATUS OF FUNDS

Ly > O

Dollars %
149,500 58
S
5 .
S 107,500 42
$ 257,000 100

Local Share of the project costs will come

_ ‘ from Capital Improvement Funds which will be
Aftach Documentation. approved as part of the City's 1990 budget.
Capital Funds come from City jncome tax revenue

and the sale of bonds.

PREPAID {TEMS
Aftach Page.



5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

The Applicant Certifies That:

As the officlal represantafive of fne Applicant, the undersigned cerfifies: fhat ha/she Is legaly smpowersd To represent
tha appllcant In both requesting and accepfing financlal osslstance os provided under Chapter 164 of tha Ohio
Revised Code: that ta the best of his/her knowledge and bellaf, all representations that are a part of his application
are true and correct; thaj all official documsnts and commitmants of the appllcant that are a part of this application
have been duly outhorized by the governing body of the Appilcant; and. should tha requested financial asslisiance
be provided, that in the execution of fhis project, the Applicant will comply with ali assurances required by Ohio law,
including those Involving minority business wiiizafion, equal amplayment opportunity, Buy Ohle, and prevaling wages.

SCOTT JOHNSON , CITY MANAGER
Certifying Reprgfentative (Type Name and Tifle)

Aéﬁ)_&n -

Date Signed

Applicant shall circle the appropriate response to the. statements.
In my project applicafion, 1 have Included ihe following:

@ NO Two-year Maintenance of Local Effort Report as regulred In 164-1-12 of
the Ohlo Administrafive Code. -
@ NC A registered professional engineer's estimate of useful life as requlred In 164-1-13 of the
Ohio Administrative Code.
@ NC A registered profassienal engineer's esfimate of cost as regulred in 164-1-14 ond 164-1-16
ol the Ohlo Administrative Code,
@ NO Two (2) coples of a S-year Caplfal Improvernents Report have baan submitted to my District
Infegrating Comimlitee s reqguired In 164-1-31 of tha Ohlo Adminisfrailve Codae,
@ NO A 'status of funds* report per section 4.5 of this application.
YES NO A copy of tha cooperotive agreement (for projects Involving more than one subdivision).
YES NO @ Capies of all warrants for those ltems Identified as ‘“pre-pald® in sactlon 4.6 of ihis
application,

6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION

The District Integrating Committee for District Number 2 Cerlifies
That: L . . L , A

. As the official representative of the Distriet Public’ Works Integrating Commities, the undersigned hereby cardifies: ‘that
_'tnis application far financial cssstance oS provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revisad Code has been duly
. salacied by the oppropriate body of the District Public Works Integrating Commiitee: that the project's selaction wos -

based entirsly on an objective, District-orlented set of projact evaluation criferla and selection methodology that are

fully reflective of and In confarmance with Onlo Revised Code Sections 164.05, 164.06, and 164.14, and Chapter 164-
1 of the Ohlo Administrative Code; and that the amounf of financlal assistance hereby recommended has basn
prudently detived In consideration of all other fnanclal resources avallable to the project, As evidence of the
Distilet's due consideration of required project evaluation criteria, the results of this project’s ratings under such crlferla

are attached to this application.

Donald C. Schramm, Chairperson, Dist. 2 Integrating Committee
Cerlifying Representaiive (Type Name and Tifle)

tpaled & oditoppiseny 227

SiGnature/Date Signed 7




- OCTOBER 31. 1289

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET, 1988

PROJECT MAME

Street
Rehabilitation

Street
Rehabilitatian

Southside Avenue
Bridge Replacement

Egoleston Avenues
Improvement

Bridge Investment
Protection Program

Wall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

City Sidewalks,
Drives, Etc.

City Hillside
Stair Renovation

Impact Atteruators

Hopple—-Beskman—
KHestwood Northern
Blvd. Intersection

Bridge
Rehabilitation

PROJECT TYPE

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

Replacement

Widening &

Channelizing

Rehabilitation

Rehahilitation

% Replacement

Replacement

Rehabhilitation

& Heplacement

Installation

Widening

Rehabilitation

FUNDING SOUREE

Street Improvement
Bownd Fund

Income Tax Ferm.
Improvement Fund -

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

ITncome Tax Perm.
Impravement: Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

FUNDIMNG AMOUNT

% 7,750,000

s 1,850,000

$ 1,425,000

$ 325,000

$ 123,000

3 300,000

$ 375,000

= 50, 000
Y 50,000
£ 100,000

$ 310,000



ODCTOBER 31. 1989

PROJECT NAME

Hopple—Beekman-
Westwood Northern
Blvd., Intersection

Monastary Street

Guerley Road

Street
Rehabilitation

City Sidewalks,
Drives, Etc.

City Hillside
Stair Renovation

Wall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

Bzlmont
Avenue

Brighton
Connection

Calhoun
Street

Cilifton
Avenue

Elberon
Aveanue

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET, 1989

PROJECT TYPE

Widening

Hillside

Stabilizatiaon

Widening

Hehabilitation

Replacement

Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Widening

Intersection

Improvemesnt

Widening

Realignment

lLandslide
Correction

FUNDING SOURCE-

S5treet Improvement
Bond Fund {(from
Issue 1 Funds)

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Street Impravement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bornd Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

FUNDING AMOUNT

% 315,000

s 300,000

% 50,000

$ 1,710,000

$ 200,000

$ 190,000

3 300,000

& 300,000

% 400,000

$ 100,000

$ 130,000

& 60,000



Hamilton
Avenue

Marvyland
Avenue

Cueen City
Avenue

Rapid Transit Tubes
Under Central Parkway

Stadium/Coliseum
Bridges

Waits
Avenue

Waldvogel
Viaduct

Warsaw/Waldvogel
Ramp

Groesheck
Road

U.5. 30/8ixth
Street Expressway

Widening

Landslide

Corvection

Widening

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

Widening

Rehabilitation

Landslide

Correction

Widening

Rehabilitation

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

treet Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Band Fund

h

200,000

100,000

700,000

300,000

120,000

50,000

200,000

130,000

100,000

100,000



City of Cincinnati

Department of Public Works Room 440, Gity Hall

Division of Engineering g:?.tglmlsgﬁz 45202

George Rowe
Director

Thomas E. Young
City Enginesr

Bctober 31, 1989

Subject: Paddock Road Rehabilitation,
Tennessee Avenue to Laidlaw Avenue -
Certification of Useful Life of Issue 2 OPWC Projects

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative Code,
I hereby certify that the design useful life of the subject
street rehabilitation project is at least twenty (20) years.

’T_EQAﬂLvaﬁ/

T. E.SYoung{\ P.E.
City Engineer
{seal) City of Cincimnati

Equal Opportunity Employer



i990 STREET REHABILITATION, STATE ISSUE #F
Paddock Road

ESTIMATED EST. UNIT ESTIMATED

REF. ITEM NO. DUANTITIES DESCRIPTION PRICE COST
1 103.03 lump - ECentract Bond £4465.00
2 Special B50 s.y. Part Depth Pavt. Repi{Conc. Pavt.) $27.00 $22,930.00
3 202 300 s.y. Rigid Pavt. Removed-Full Depth £25.00 $7.000.C0
4 202 20,700 s.y. MWearing Course Removed $1.30 $31,030.00
3 301 73 c.y. Bituminous Aggregrate Baze( 9") %83.00 $4,375.00
b 403 600 c.y. Asphalt Concrete Leveling Course $62.00 $37,200.00
7 404 600 c.y. Asphalt Concrete Surface Course $462.00 %37,200.00
8 603 16 1.f. 12" Conduit, Type "H" . %30.00 %$300.00
g 604 28 ea. Manhole Adjust to Grade W/0 Ring $175.00 %4,900.00
10 H04 18 ea. Valve Chambers Adjust W/0 Ring $173.00 $3,130.00
11 604 4 ea. 5G] Repaired & Adjusted To Brade %240.00 £94£0.00
ie A0 Z ea. DBI Adjusted To Grade s230.00 $4460.00
13 £04 14 ea. DG! Repaired & Adjusted To Brade $240.,00 £3,640.00
L4 &04 10 ea. Inlets Repaired(Ditch or Curb? 5200.00 32, 000.00
13 608 300 s.f Handicap Ramp 74,00 %£1,200.00
16 409 £B0 1.°F Cancrete Curb Repair,Type P-4 $16,00 $4, 480,00
17 609 100 1.F Concrete Curhb Repair,Type R-2 $16.00 $1,5600.,00
18 &0%9 110 1.f. Concrete Curb ,Type 5-1 %15.00 %1,4650.00
i &ie 3,300 s.f. Conc. Median & Traffic Island Repair $7.00 $38,500.00
20 &27 630 s.f. Concrete Driveway $5.00 $3,230.00
21 &40 2100 t.f. Sod Restoration £2.00 $4,200.00
22 1123 12 epa. Reset Ex. Valve Box W/D Adjusters $110,00 %1.320.00
23 &17 lump Fisld Office £650.00

Total Cost $2135,000.00

Contingencies $ 25,000.00

Total Cost 5240,000.00

—— e e e e ———

City Engineer
City of Cincinnati




City of Cincinnati

Department of Finance Room 250, City Hall
801 Plum Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

F. A. Dawson

Director

F. X. Wagner

Superintendent

January 22, 1990

Mr, Donald Schramm, P.E., P.S.
Hamilton County Engineer

700 County Administration Building
138 East Court Street

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Attn: Mr. Joseph Hipfel

Re: Status of funds for local share of 1990 State Issue 2 Project
Dear Mr, Hipfel:

This letter is in follow-up to conversations you have had with the Engineering
Division regarding the status of the City's matching funds for the 1990 State
Issue 2 program.

The local matching share is recommended by the City Manager for funding in the
City's 1990 Capital Improvement Program. The funds are coming from Street
Improvement Bonds which are scheduled for sale on January 31, 1990.

Very truly yours,

e Do

F.A. Dawson
Director of Finance

ce: . Young, Engr.
. Cordes, Engr.
. Perry, Engr.
. Cline, Engr.

W oA

Equsl Qpportunity Employer
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AFPLICATION YEAR: 1980

STATE OF OHIO

INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

DISTRICT 2, HAMILTON CCOUNTY

FPROJECT APPLICATIOCN

e e s e e s e s S e e e
Jurisdiction/Agsncy: CITY OF CINCINNATI _ FPopulation (1980): 385,000

Project Title: STREET REHABILITATIGN - PADDOCK ROAD

Froject Idzntification and Location: PADDUUK ROAD FROM TENNESSEE

TO LATDLAW

Typz of Projsct: shabilitation E§ Repliace [] Betterment™ []

(Mark mors than ons box 1T thzre arse sxpansion s=lsmsnts such as 2

fane bridge bszing replaced with & 4 lans bridgs)

Explanation of Bsttsrment Elamants of Projsct™:

Road Egﬂ Bridge E] Fleod Control system (Stormwater) []

betailed Description of Frojsct™®: REHABILITATION OF EXISTING ROADWAVY,

INCLURTNG REFAIR AND REPLACEMENT OF CURE, REMOVAL OF EXISTING ASFHALT

SURFACE WHERE NEEDED, BASE & JOINT REFALRS, INLET & CONNECTION BIDRE

REFATRS, CASTING ADJUSTMENTS AND RESURFACING WITH ASPHALTIC CONCRETE.

Type of Issue 2 Funds: Cistrict 2 Egﬂ Zmall Governmant []
Water/Sswar Rotary [] Emergsncy E]

finition of Besttermsnt attachsd.
ach additional sheets if nscassary.

13

13
.u 0o
1]

Page 1



within the jurisdiction which is similar to

Uf the total infrastructur
E project, what psrcantage can b2 classiftizd

I
the Jnfrastructur ot th

=2
a0 b=ing poor to vary poor n condition, adsquacy and/or
seryviczability.
Fypical exampliss are!
Road psrcentags= Miles of road that are poor to very poor

a
Total mil=zags of road within jurisdiction

ttorm percentage= Length of storm sewers that ars poor to very poor
Totatl t=ngth of storm sswar within jurisdiction

[t}

Bridge percentage Numberr of bridgss that are poor to very pocor

Mumbsr of bridg=s within jurisdictisn

ROAD RERCENTAGE = MILES POOR = 200 = 21.9%
TOTAL MILES 9ib

what is thes condition of +the {infrastructure to be replac=d or
repairsd? For bridgss, bases condition on latest gesnsral appraisal and
condition rating.

Closzd Fair to poor J;ﬁ:_

Extremeiy pocr Fair

Foar Good

= Giva a brief statement of +the nature of the deficiancy of tha
present facility such as: 1inadzquate load capacity (bridgs), surfacs
type and width, structural condition of surface, substandard: berm
width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainags structurss, sanitary

sewers, and watsr mains. List the ag= of thez infrastructurs to b=
repairad or replacsd using onz of the following categoriss: 1 s than

20 years, 20-29 yzars, 30-39 y=ars, 40-49 vyvears, 50 years or oid

FAVEMENT SHOWS STGN OF SEVERE WEAR - PAVEMENT FAILURES, HEAVED

JOINTS, ESPALLED AND DETERTURATED CURB, INLET FAILURES, AND GENERAL

DETERIOGRATION OF EXISTING ROADWAY. AGE OF PAVEMENT I3 30 YEARS (+-).




e awardead, how soon (in wseks or months)

It stats lIssue [

attzr completion of the agrssmant with UPWC would thsz opsning of bids
occur?

W Plezase dindicate the currznt status of thz project devalopmant by

circling the appropriats answsrs balow

a; Has the Consultant bzen selscted?......... C e Yes No (/a2
b) Preliminary davaiopment or snginzsrding compTeted?C:§EED Mo N/ A
c) Letailsd construction pians completed?.......... Yas MG N/A
dy A1T1 right-of-way acqguired? . . eie i rn.en Yes Mo
g} Utility coordination compieted?.......... Cee s Yes Cjii) N/A

Give estimate of tim=z, in wseks or months, to complizts any item abows=
not yet compistad. WITHIN 3 MONTHS OF APPROVAL BY OPRPWC, ALL ABOVE

WORIK WILL 8E COMPLETED 20 THAT PROJECTS CaN BE AWARDED IN 1990.

activity JTmpact the genzral
cae arsa.

m

"

How wili th= propossd infrastructur
hzalth, wzlfare, and safzty of ths sarv

—

W Where applicable, comment on the following:

a) rall  safety, dincluding accident reduction {Accidant records
I

d e attachad, if availabis).

b) Emsrgency vehiclie response tims (fires, police, & medical)

c} Uthar factors (i.s., fire protection, h=alth hazards, estc.)

d) Additionsl User (Costs =~ Ths additionsl distance and tims for ths
users to travel a detour or an alt=rnats routs

1)

When projsct is completed, how will it impact adjacent businsssss

m
S

WILL ASSIsT IN MAINTAINING CURRENT TAX BAZE AND ALSO PROVIDE

SATISFACTORY RUAD NETWORK FUR FUTURE DEVELGPMENT.

Fags 3



are maltcehing Tunds avaitabls? (i.2. Federal, state, MRF, Local, =te.)

YES

To what extent of anticipatsd construction cost?

H0%

& | ist ths type and amount of funds being suppiied by ths local
gagency. This amount may bz Trom local, Fedesral, State, Municipal Koad

Fund (MRF), or othar sources. Expiain additional funding through

othzr sources bsing applisd for or racesived for the prejszct. Also,
gxpizain  any nesd to accumulats funds for construction at a later dats.
Compi=te LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES on Page 6.

E The |oca1 agency shall suppiy a minimum of 10% of the anticipatzd
constructio cost., Additionally, ths lTocal agsncy shall pay Tor ail
costs of :ngineering, inspeciticn of construction, right of way, and
the bettermsnt portion of the projszct. Compisis ESTIMATED COST GF
FPROJECT, on Fags G.

Has any Tormai acticn by a federal, state, or local governmsnt agzncy
resultzd in & partial ban or Lomp1ete ban of thz use or =xpansion of
use for ths invoived infrastructurs NO

B Are there any roads op strzsits within the propossd project Timits
that have weight Timits (partial ban) or truck restrictions {(complets
an)? Have any bridges had weight Timits fmposed on them {(pariial
bany or Liruck prohibitions {complzte Lan)? Havs the issuance of new

Building permits bezen Timitsd (partial ban) or haltsd (compists ban)
because thz existing stora/sanitary sswer or watsr supply system in a
part1c uiar arsa s  inadsquate? UDocument with specific Tnfermation

xplaining what fyps of ban currently exists and ths agesncy that
imposed the ban. NO

What 1is the total numbsr of sexisting usars that will bene
result of ths propossd projsct? = appropriats criteria
houssholds, traffic counts, ridership figures for public
daily users, stc., and =quate to an =qual measuremsnt of ussrs.

& For roads and bridgss, thtp!y current documentzsd Averags Oai
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car {(I.T.E. =stimatsd conversion Tacto
5 it mu

C
to determine users par day. Ridership figurss for pubiic transit

be documantad. Where the facility curr=ntly has any rastrictions or
i3 partially ciosed, usz documented traffic counts prior to
reastriction. For storm sswsrs, sanitary sswers, watser 1inss, and
othzr related Tacilitizs, muitiply the numbsr of households in ths

t
szrvice area by Tour (4) to determine the approximats numb=r of users

p=r day.

ART = 16,000 DEERS = 18,200

ad
i)
1
th
=



Th=z applicant I conduets=d & study of Ttz zxisting capital
improevaments  and 'h&ir condition. A FTive vyear overall Capitsi
Improveament Plan S h‘- =hall be updated annuaily) is athtachsd or on
fite with the CListrici 2 Intesgrating Committzs Tor the current vsaar or
shall be 5ubm1tt=u by March 31 of the program y=ar Thz #lan shaii
include the foliowing:

#) AN inventory of  existing capital JTmprovements, Jnciuding their

concdition,

by A pian that detaiis capital improvements nsads during the nexit fivs
y .

c) A7 f the political subdivision's prioritizs in addressing

The attached Form 1 shall be complisisd for thoses projects which are
be2ing submittsd for Issus 2 funds.

Is the dnfrastructure to be improved part of a faciiity that has
regional :19”1T1Cuq ca? (Humb=r of Jjurisdictions sarvad, sizsz of
service Arag, ip Tengths or iengths of proute, Tuncitional
classification)

THIS STREET Iz FART COF THE FEDERAL ALD PRIMARY SYSTEM AND IS

ASSTIFITED A A MINOR ARTERIAL.

Fazs b



T0.) ESTIMATED COST OF FROJECT

ACTIVITY

Flanning, Lesign, Enginzaring

Right-o7-way/keal Propsrty

Inspsction of Construction

Construction and Contingancies

BEett=rmaent Portion

Subtotal

Grand Total (Issue 2 Funds Flus

LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES

municipal Road Fund (MEF)

Stats Fusl &

1]

Local Road Taxss

Locail Bond cr Uperating Funds

Misc. Funds (Specity)

Local

L3ZUE 2

FUNDS

(100% Local)

{100% Local)
(100% Local)

$ 107,500

(100% Local)

Iy

¥ 10¢,500

Funds)..ov v

Total Local Funds

*% These numbers must bs identical

Hin]
I
G

i

.

LOCAL FUNDS

f,000

N/ A

10,000

132,500

N/A
149,500 # i
257,000
149,500
A

149,500




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

LOCAL ABILITY TO PAY

AL Previogus Capital Budgst For Infrastructure FProjects+

Budget is based on expenditures chéppropriations}“ (Circle one)

Funding (in thousands % af TOTAL 4 of TOTAL Capital

of dollars) expenditures/ budget USED FOR
apprapriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
19846 s H,532 = % 2= %
1987 %_14.983 12 Y. ' 52 v
1988 s 14,019 : 11 % 32 %
1989 % _2&,703 135 % 73 %
(est.)
B. Frojected Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects#
Budget is based on expenditures Dr<appropriation5)% (Circle one)
Funding {(in thousands % of TOTAL “ of TOTAL Capital
of dollars) expenditures/ budget USED FOR
appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1970 s 32,1283 . ibd A =14 %
1991 % 31,107 i7 “ 70 %
1992 % 345,124 , 17 7 =19) Y

% Use only Tunds expended or asppropriated for construction CONTRACTS.

Briefly explain any significant Reduction (104 ar more] in projected
expendl tures or appropriations for 17989-92. as compared tec actual
expenditures or appropriations {or previous years. (It iz the intent of
Issue 2 to SUPPLEMENT local capital funds, not REPLACE them.)
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Daoas  the jurisdiction utilize any of the following methods for Tunding

sources? {(circle answsr)

Lozal Imcome t8%. .. e v i am e ncnenaan.n
Permissive license plate fee..........

Bridoe and road levies. ..o e. .. Yoz

Tax increment financing and/or........

capital improvement bond issues

DirBCt USETr TEES . v et it et e me et ememn e

3. AUTHORIZATION

The applicant hereby aftfirms that local funds will

project is selected.

lote: Attach with application
Ny photographs, reports, plans or
ther available data on the
roject.

Foom 152, CITY HALL

801 PLUM STREET

be nrrowvided

if

this

CINCINNATI . OHIO 45202 CITY MANAGER
ddyress Fositian

(913) 352-3241 _CITY OF CINCINNATI . e
hone (Worik) Local Jurisdiction/Agency
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NOTE THAT THIS FORM IS BEING OFFERED FOR
APPLYING JURISDICTION/AGENCIES: INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY. IT WILL BE

FILLED QUT BY THE SUPPORT STAFF, BASED ON

INFORMATION SUPPLTED ON APPLICATION FORMS.

OHIO'S INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE #2)

DISTRICT 2 — HAMILTON COURTY

1990 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: C/T?" O F C)/ fHErHH 2T/

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

szf o2/ -2 4

00t floan LrwAEILI7PATI 207

P ad

¢

PROPOSED FUNDING: Teso < —5_7" - /07 3500 = &2 V),
LopnAc - /4,500 = 567

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:
Flaspw py [z a1

POINTS
/O l. Type of Project
10 points - Bridge, road, stérm water.
3 points - All other type projects.
{0 2. If Issue 2 Funds are awarded, how soon after the agreement

with OPWC is completed would bids occur?

10 peoints - Will be let in 1990
5 points - Likely to be let in 1990
0 points - Not likely to be let in 1990



/0

3. What is the condition and/or serviceability of the
infrastructure to be replaced or repaired. For bridges, base
condition on latest general appraisal and conditicn rating.

1) points - Closed

8 points - Extremely Poor
6 points — Poor

4 points - Fair to Poor

2 points - Fair

0 points - Good

4, Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor to very poor in condition,
and/or inadequate in service.

10 points - 50% and over
B points - 40% and over
6 points - 30% and over
4 points - 20% and over
2 points - 10% and over

5. How important is the project to the health, welfare and
safety of the public and the citizens of the district and/or
the service area? :

10 points - Significant importance
8 points -

6 points - Moderate importance

4 points - -

2 points - Minimal importance

6. What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

lo 28 points - Poor

8 +& points -
6 ¥2 points - Fair
4 8 points -
2 4 points - Excellent
7. Are matching funds for this project available? (i.e.,

Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.). To what extent of
estimated construction cost?. :

10 points - More than 50%
8 points - 40-50% and over
6 points - 30-49% and over
4 peoints - 20-29% and over
2 points - 10-19% and over



10.

Has any formal action by a Federal, State or local
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure?
This includes reduced weight limits on bridges.

10 points - Complete ban
5 points - Partial ban
0 points - No action

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project. Use appropriate
criteria such as households, traffic count, public transit,
daily users, etc. and equate to an equal measurement of
persons.

5 points - Over 10,000

4 points - Over 7,500 to 9,999 .
3 points - QOver 5,000 to 7,499

2 points - Qver 2,500 to 4,999

1 points Under 2,449

Does the infrastructure have regional impact? (May consider
size of service area, trip length or total length of route,
number of Jjurisdictions, functional classification, etc.)

5 points -~ Major impact
4 points -

3 points - Moderate impact
2 points -

1 points - Minimal impact

TOTAL POINTS

\

/»’:i,/
l—o’

ngzgggc_ﬁgh A 52’//414K:,¢¢zz

e /-2~ 8

‘Reviewer Names Date



